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and prohibited. State v. District Board, 76 Wis. 117; State v. Scheve, 
65 Nebr. 853. But the decision in State v. Scheve, supra, holds that the 
use of the Bible is only prohibited when it is used for sectarian instruc- 
tion. 

Contracts — Offer and Acceptance — Acceptance by Performance of 
an Act.— Schmitt v. Weil, 92 N. E. 178 (Ind.).— Held, that to make 
performance of a thing proposed sufficient as an acceptance of the pro- 
posal, the performance must have been induced by the proposal. 

It is well established that a mere proposition or offer, on the one 
hand, not acted on or accepted, does not constitute a contract. Penn- 
sylvania Co. v. Plots, 125 Ind. 26. The general rule is, that when a 
party offers a promise for an act, and the offeree accepts and performs 
the act, the promise becomes binding. Clark on Contracts, Section 13. 
This has been held whether the promise was sealed, as in Sharp v. Bates, 
102 Md. 344, or unsealed, as in Buffington v. Mc Anally, 192 Mass. 198. 
For example, a written offer to an officer of indemnity for a levy is 
validly accepted by his making the levy and his returns. Train v. Gold, 
5 Pick. (Mass.) 380. And where defendant wrote to plaintiff's testator, 
offering to reimburse him, if he would pay the taxes on certain land, 
testator's payment of the taxes was a sufficient acceptance of the offer. 
Allen v. Chouteau, 102 Mo. 309. So a valid tender of the act named by 
the promisor will make the promise binding. Cutting v. Dana, 25 N. J. 
Eq. 265. But it has been held that a party cannot accept the terms of an 
offer before they are communicated to him, so as to bind the offerror. 
James v. Marion Fruit far and Bottle Co., 69 Mo. App. 207. The lead- 
ing principle is impliedly adjudged, where the court holds that perform- 
ance after offer made, which is on the faith of the offer, constitutes a 
valid acceptance. White v. Elgin Creamery Co., 108 la. 522. 

Costs — Appeal — Unduly Voluminous Record. — Hawk v. Day, 126 
N. W. 955 (Iowa). — Held, that where a record on appeal containing 141 
printed pages could have been condensed to 50 pages, the cost of the 
printing will be taxed upon the latter basis. 

Statutory authority express or implied is generally necessary to au- 
thorize the allowance of costs for the printing of papers to be used on- 
appeal. De Camp v. Crane, 21 N. J. Eq. 544; Gage v. Rogers, 52 Mo. App. 
331. Furthermore, a party filing an unnecessary record, transcript, ab- 
stract, bill of exceptions, or other papers on appeal will not be allowed 
the costs of printing the same, Donahue v. McCosh, 70 Iowa 733, and 
the cost of printing immaterial or unnecessary matter contained in such 
papers must be borne by the party responsible for its insertion. Bald- 
win v. Foss, 71 Iowa 389, while the ordinary practice is to tax the 
party responsible for so much of the matter as is unnecessary, the courts 
have in some cases divided the costs of the transcript or abstract equally 
between the parties, Sichel v. Carrillo, 42 Cal. 493, and in others have re- 
quired the party needlessly encumbering it to pay the whole expense there- 
of. Billiard v. Creditors, 56 Cal. 600. 



